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E-File 

Ms. Cyntiiia T. Brown 
Chief, Section of Administration 
Office of Proceedings 
Surface Transportation Board 
395 E Street S.W. 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

/,%^5^^e*n^^ 

Pal'*'-*' ,. 

Re: STB Docket No. NOR-42121. Total Petrochemicals USA. Inc. v. 
CSX transportation. Inc. 

Dear Ms. Brown; iS?/o<-/ 
Attached for E-filIng is Georgia Woodlands Railroad. LLCs Answer To 

Second Amended Complaint in the above-referenced proceeding. 

If you have any questions, please contact me. 

Sincerely yours, 

' ' ' ' '•) / ' / 

Karl Morell 
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BEFORE niK 

SIRFACK IRANSPOIMAI ION BOARD 

) 
TOTAL PI:IROCHEMICALS ISA, INC. ) 

) 
Complainant, ) 

) 
V. ) Docket No. NOR-42121 

> 

CSX TRANSPORT.'VTION, INC; CAROLINA ) 
PIRD.VIONT DIVISION; CIKORGBA ) 
WOODLANDS R.\lLROAD, LLC; ) 
MADISON RAILROAD; MOHAWK, ) 
ADIRONDACK & NORTHERN RAILROAD ) 
CORP.; NASHVILLE AND E.ASTI'.RN ) 
R.\ILROAl> CORP.; NEW HOPE & ) 
IVYLAND RAH.ROAD; PIONEER VALLEY ) 
R.\ILROAD; R.J. CORMAN RAILROAD ) 
COMPANY (MEMPHIS); SEMINOLE ) 
GVLV RAILWAV L.P.; SEQUATCHIE > 
VALLEY RAILROAD COMPANY; AND ) 
SOL TU BR.\NCH VALLEY RAILROAD ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

) 

ANSWER TO SECOND AMENDED COMPLAIN! 

COMLS NOW Co-Defcmlant Georgia Wiwdlamls Railroad. i.I.C ("Woodlands") and 

hereby answers Complainiini Total Petrochemicals USA, Inc's Second Amended Complaint. 

Unlcs.s spccillcsilly adiniltcd, all allegations in Comphiinant's Second Amended Coiiiplaint arc 

denied. 

The Parties 

1. Answering paragraph I, Woodlands lacks sufTicienl knowlctigc to admit or deny 

ihc allcg<ilion.s aiiilaincd therein and therefore denies same, 



2. Answering paraiirapli 2, Woodlands admit.̂ i that it is a commoti and coniroei 

canieiby railroad engaged in ihe transport oi" properly in interstate and intrastate oommcrce. 

Woodlands further admits that it may be subject lo ihe Interstate Commission Tennination Act of 

1995 (the "Acl") and lo the jurisdiction ofthe Surfac-e Transportation iioard ("Board") to the 

exicnl that its conducl might nnplieatc the Aet and the jurisdiction ofthe Board. Woodlands, 

liowcvcr. lacks suf'tlcient knowledge to admit or den\ that the Aclovlhejuristliciion ofthe 

Board apply to the inst<int action und therefore denies the same. 

3. Answenng paragniphs .> and .*!. Woodland.s admits same. 

4. .'\nswcring paragraphs 4 and 6, 7. 8. V, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14, Woodlands lack-s 

sufficient knowledge to admit or deny tho allegaiion;. contained therein wnd tiierefore denies 

same, 

Dcscriplion of the Issue Movements 

5. .Answering paragraph 1S, Woodlands need not answer as the paragraph coiitEiins a 

legal conclusion to which no response is necessary. To the c.vtcnt a response is necessary, 

Woodlands denies the allegations in paragraph 15. 

6. Answering paragraph I ft. Woodlands-lacks sufficient knowledge to admit or deny 

the allegations contained therein and Iherelbre denies same. 

7. Answering ]>;iragra]ih 17, Woodlands admits that it pailicipules in movements 

between New Orleans, \A and \Va.shinglon, GA. Woodlands lacks .suillcicnt knowledge to 

admit or deny the remaining allcgaiion.s contained paragraph 17 and therefore denies same. 

The Challciigcd Rates 

8. Ans-wciing paragraphs 18, 19, 20, 21 ami 22, Wooillands lacks sufficient 

knowledge to admit or deny the allegations eoniaincd therein and ihcrcforc ilenies same. 

Jurisdictional Allegations 

9. .Answering pai-agiaphs 2.1, 24 and 2.i. Wiwdlands i\eed not an&wcf as the 
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piHUgraphs contain legal conclusions lo whieh CK> response is neeessary. To the e.«cnt a response 

is neeessary. Woodland.s denies the allegations m paragraphs 2.'̂ , 24 and 25. 

Rcnncstcd Relief 

HJ. Answering paragraphs 26, 27, 28 and 29. Woodlands need not answej- as the 

paragraphs contain legal conclusions to whieh no response is necessary. To the exient a response 

is nccc.<.sary. Woodlands denies that C'omplainaiil is cnliiletl lo any relief requested in ^aid 

paragraphs or any relief whatsoever. 

11. Woodlands denies c<ich and every allegation nol jircviously admitted or otherw ise 

qualified. 

Wherefore. Woodlands prays that the relief request be denied. 

Kespectfully submitted, 

KARL MORELL 
Of Counsel 
V1ATTHEWC. HOYKK 
BALL .I.AMK. LLP 
Suite 223 
145.'5FSli-ccl. N.W. 
Washington, DC 2M(}5 
(202) 6:?8-3.'<07 

AUomevs for: GliORGlA WOODLANDS 
RAILROAD, LLC 

Datcfl: December 9. 2010 



CERTIl ICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that this y''' day December 2t>10,1 served a copy of the foregmng Answer 

To Second Amended Complaint upcm all panics of reet>td by lust class mail, postage prepaid. 
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Karl Morell 


